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REMARKS 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. , 

Claims 1 through 6, 8 through 13, 15, 18 through 23 and 25 remain in 
this application. Claims 7, 14, 16, 17 and 24 have be^n cancelled. No 
claims have heen withdrawn. No claims have been added. 

Paragraphs 2 through 6 of the Office Action 

Claims 1 through 14 and 25 have been rejected tijnder 35 U.S.C. 
Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aoki in view of Tow and 
Fukuoka. - : 

Claims 15 through 24 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as 
being anticipated by Aoki, 

Claim 1, particularly as amended, requires "generating a database 
table associated with said broadcast program, said associated database table 
containing a plurality of scene segment records createjjd according to receipt 
of said user preference signal", "providing to said use^r a capacity to delete 
scene segments skipped by said user using said user interface as recorded in 
said database table as being skipped", "receiving a cobamand from said user 
to delete skipped scene segments for a broadcast program according to said 
scene segment records in said database", and "deleting said scene segment 
records which contain information of a plurality of skipped scene segments 
stored on said hard disk". [ 

It is conceded in the rejection that: 

Aoki... is silent about means for providing a deletion skipped 
scenes capacity to said user; [and] 

means for deleting said plurality of scene Segment records which 
contain information of a plurality of skipped sc|ne segments stored on 
said hard disk upon reception of a user commanjl; and means for 
regaining an available space on said hard disk storing said plurality of 
skipped scene segments for future recording. 
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But it is then asserted that: 

In an analogous art, Tow discloses unwanted scenes or segments 
can be skipped or deleted from a R-rated movie io create a PG-rated 
movie for children (Col 4 lines 52-58) which suggests a skipped scene 
is unwanted by the user and is able to be deleted; Fukuoka further 
discloses means for providing a deletion scenes Rapacity to said user 
to delete unwanted contents to regain an available space in the storage 
area (Para 29 line 6 to last - last line, Para 62). 

And it is further asserted that: 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Aoki?s system to include a 
deletion unwanted segments, such as skipped scenes capacity to said 
user, as taught by Tow and Fukuoka to provide tfhe users with options 
to maintain storage space based on user's preference. 

However, it is submitted that the discussion in the Tow patent does not 
suggest to one of ordinary skill in the art that "a skipped scene is unwanted 
by the user and is able to be deleted" as asserted above. Instead, the Tow 
patent, in the only mention of deleting in the entire patent, states at col. 4, 
lines 52 through 58, where the Tow patent that (all emphasis added): 

jj 

In a fourth embodiment, a playback device^ is enabled to detect 
this editorial information or rating information (and skip over or delete 
certain scenes or frames that have particular information or a rating. 
For example, a parent could program the system; to play an R rated 
movie yet skip over all of the scenes that are R-rated so that a PG 
movie is created for viewing by children. 

It is submitted that the Tow patent discloses to one of ordinary skill in the 
art that the scene is merely skipped by the playback <jevice--or -deleted from 
the particular playback session of the content. As ndted below, at best the 
Tow patent discusses skipping and deleting in the alternative, one or the 
other but not both. Clearly, a discussion of performing one function or 
another function is not a disclosure of the combined function. The Tow 
patent does not disclose any means or manner for making any deletion of the 
scenes or frames, and instead merely talks in terms o\i a playback device 
that is able to skip the scenes. It is submitted that irjj the context of the 
statement regarding deletion, that what is being referred to here is the 

Page 12 of 16 

PAGE 13/17 * RCVD AT 12/1/2008 12:04:25 PM (Eastern Standard Time) * SVR:UBPTQ.EFXRF-6/22 " DNI8:2738300 * CSID:605 339 3337 ' DURATION (mm-ss):03-32 



Best Available Copy 

12/01/2008 12:09 FAX 605 339 3357 WOODS FULLER 



@014 



Appln. No. 10/826,749 

Amendment dated December 1, 2008 

Reply to Office Action mailed September 4, 2008 

deletion of the scene from the particular playback sesfeion, but not a 
permanent deletion of that portion of the content, as tjjhe Tow patent fails to 
make any mention of any structure that performs the function of deleting the 
scene from the content. 

i? 

It is further submitted that even if one believes ijthat the Tow patent 
discloses that "unwanted scenes or segments can be slipped or deleted from 
a R-rated movie to create a PG-rated movie for children", this does not lead 

one of ordinary skill in the art to understand that the ^scenes can be deleted 

i 

from the storage location of the content, or that a database record may be 
altered to remove the information that regards the scdne that has been 
skipped. 

Further, the referenced portion of the Tow patent discusses the 
skipping over or deletion of scenes based upon "editorial or rating 
information", and not the deletion of scene segment records based upon 
which scene segments are skipped. Instead, the Tow jpatent discusses a 

h 

system in which scenes are skipped OR deleted basedjjupon the associated 
"editorial or rating information", but does not discusjs deletion in response 
to skipping by the user. 

i 

Additionally, the "editorial or rating information" upon which scenes 

are skipped OR deleted in the Tow system is clearly ijLot related to actions 

taken by the user with respect to the scenes. The To^ patent further 

discusses the nature of the "editorial or rating inforrriation" at col. 4, lines 

29 through 51, which states (all emphasis added): i 

In a third embodiment, any video information can be viewed by a_ 
professional who adds editorial information to the video . For example, 
editorial information such as tone, emotion, level of violence, or a 
wide variety of other signified meta-data or editorial content may be 
presented. The information may include the number of people in a 
scene, language content, an "adult" rating, andfiplace information. The 
information can be annotated to the video and tjjhen presented to the 
user in a navigation bar. All of these types of statistics from the video 
stream are added as annotations to the video fifie for later analysis by 
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the viewer looking at a navigation bar. Advantageously, the 
annotations are transparent, take up a very few dumber of bytes, and 
are readable by the device rendering the video tcjj the viewer. Further, 
those devices that do not recognize the annotations added to the video 
file can simply disregard the annotations without affecting 
presentation of the video. As an extension of thik embodiment, movie 
rating information is annotated to each frame orjsce ne in a video. In 
this embodiment, a rating is added to the video ifele for later 
presentation to a viewer . In this way a viewer cain view a navigation 
bar and determine which type of scenes occur at ^different places in the 
video. 

It is submitted that this description of the "editorial o^r rating information" 
shows that the "information" is not of the type that is ^supplied or indicated 
by the user (e.g., by skipping a scene), but instead is information that is 
supplied with the video and based upon the determination of a 
"professional" or by a movie rating commission. It is^therefore submitted 
that Tow does not disclose "providing a deletion skipped scenes capacity to 
said user' 9 and "deleting said plurality of scene segment records which 
contain information of a plurality of skipped scene segments stored on said 
hard disk upon reception of a user command". 

Still further, it is submitted that Tow does not disclose the deletion of 
a plurality of skipped scene segments stored on said Ward disk as the Tow 
patent merely discusses the "dropping" a scene from the playback of the 
video. More specifically, the Tow patent states at cot 14, lines 32 through 
44 (emphasis added): 

At 1105, a frame is acquired. At 1107, it ik determined whether 
the frame should be removed based on the screening criteria. Using the 
example above, if a screen contains R-rated content, the frame is 
dropped and it is determined at 1109 whether anfy frames are 
remaining. If frames remain, at 1113 another fraime is acquired. 
Alternatively if the frame should not be remove^ because it is not an 
R-rated frame, the frames are forwarded to output at 1111. Output can 
be a display device such as a monitor or a TV sdjreen. After the frame 
is forwarded to output at 1111, it is determined fat 1 1 09 whether any 
frames remain. If any frames remain, the next fifame is acquired to 
determine whether the frame should be screened. 
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It is submitted that, as this discussion relates to the playback of frames of a 
video, and merely indicates that the screen is "droppe^" and not deleted, 
that one of ordinary skill in the art would understand that the screen or 
frame is merely not displayed, rather than being deleted from a hard drive. 



It is noted that the discussion at col. 4, lines 52Uhrough 58 of Tow 
relates to the playback of the scenes or frames, and n<$t to the storage of the 

i 

scenes or frames, and therefore it is submitted to be njore likely than not 
that the discussion relates to deletion from playback (fas discussed above) 
and not deletion from storage. [ 



Again, it is believed to be significant that the only mention of 
"deleting" or "deletion" in the Tow patent is in the portion of the Tow , 
patent at col. 4, lines 52 through 58 (quoted above), ajjnd that that reference 
to deletion is ambiguous as to whether the scene is actually deleted from 

storage or merely deleted from playback., ) 

I 

Therefore, it is submitted that this portion of tbje Tow patent would 
not lead one of ordinary skill in the art to the requirements of claim 1, 

t 

particularly the requirements of "providing a deletion^ skipped scenes 
capacity to said user" and "deleting said plurality of [scene segment records 
which contain information of a plurality of skipped s<|ene segments stored 
on said hard disk upon reception of a user command"! 



It is therefore submitted that the cited patents, jand especially any 
allegedly obvious combinations of Aoki, Tow, and Fujkuoka, would not lead 
one skilled in the art to the applicant's invention as Required by claims 1, 8, 
11 and 25, and therefore these claims are submitted tL be in condition for 
allowance. \ 

Withdrawal of the §102(e) and §103(a) rejectiojh of claims 1 through 

6 8 through 13, 15, 18 through 23 and 25 is thereforfe respectfully 

■ i 

requested. \ 
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RECEIVED 
CENTRAL PAX OSNTER 

DEC 0 1 2008 



CONCLUSION 



In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks, early 
reconsideration and allowance of this application are bost courteously 
solicited. j 

i 

Respectfully submitted, ; : 
WOODS, FULLER, SHULTZ & SMITH P.C. 




Date: 



Jeffrey A. Proehl (Reg. No. 35,987) 

Customer No. 40,158 

P.O. Box 5027 

Sioux Falls, SD 571 17-5027 

(605)336-3890 FAX (605)339-3357 
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